Women's movements constantly innovate in response to changing social and political circumstances, yet they pose strikingly consistent questions for those who wish to study them. What methods are the most effective, and the most ethical, for capturing their nature, flavour and effects? How should we understand relationships between women's movement activists of different classes, ethnicities, religions, sexualities, or more broadly, the many structural, locational and cultural differences between women and within gender that affect women's organizing and feminist politics? How do place, space and nation define, enable and condition women's movements? And how do we know what influence movements have really had? This "special cluster" of papers grew out of two research projects' attempts to find answers to those troubling questions, and to share practical "solutions" to them.
Leverhulme Trust and partnered between the University of Sussex, the British Library and the Women's Library in the UK. Despite the differences of scale and aims between the two projects, they have much in common. Both have used biographical research methods, though one narrative and the other life story in orientation. Both have also taken steps to understand difference and diversity within women's movements, and to recognize the importance of locality and political geography. Finally, both have wanted to understand the impact of the movements we are trying to analyse and record.
This special cluster begins with a short introduction to each project followed by capsule essays by project members which address each of these important issues in turn. It will be evident that our experiences and answers are very different, for the two projects developed entirely independently and members only met once.
1 However, we hope that you will share the pleasure we had in discovering each other, and read each cluster as two alternative approaches. Further, in discussing the anatomy and pros and cons of each research design, we aim to contribute to a shared toolkit with the many others who are also researching women's movements as they change and diversify.
The FEMCIT Project
In 2005 a group of feminist social researchers -sociologists, political scientists, historians, and anthropologists -from across Europe came together to respond to a call by the European Commission for social scientific research on "citizens and governance". In trying to answer our central research question, we have had to recognize that isolating the influence and effects of women's movements is a complex, if not impossible task. This has meant setting our inquiry within the context of theoretical discussions about a number of processes of social change that have also contributed to the transformation of gendered citizenship in Europe. In particular, we have had to consider the role of processes of individualization and de-traditionalization, of democratization -the end of right wing dictatorships and the fall of communism, the Europeanization processes enacted by transnational political and legal institutions (such as the European Union, the Council of Europe) and social movement actors/ organizations (such as the European Social Forum and the European Women's Lobby), the globalizing forces of world markets and institutions, processes of post-colonialization, and the intensification of mobility and migration, and the related transformation of welfare states.
Alongside the empirical and theoretical exploration of the relationships between women's movements, gendered citizenship and the multicultural, FEMCIT has had a normative and political agenda: to engage in a process of imaging what full, gender-fair, liberatory citizenship in Europe might be, and to channel our ideas into the policy process through engagement with women's organizations, and European and national level policy-makers.
One outcome of this agenda was the production of The FEMCIT Manifesto for MultiDimensional Citizenship, a collectively written document in which we present some of the most pressing claims and demands of women's movements in Europe across our six dimensions of citizenship. 4 We hope that the FEMCIT Manifesto will inspire debate in political groups and parties, amongst policy-makers and practitioners, within groups of friends, and between researchers -in other words, that it is part of the movements we have been researching. Research Network, whose facilitator conducted "witness workshops" across the UK, and surveyed existing archival holdings in many other feminist collections in Britain.
Sisterhood and
In this way, SAA is both more and less than a conventional academic research project, attempting to speak to many publics at once. In this we build on a strong tradition of feminist historiography. Feminists launched community archives and history workshops as far back as the 1920s and women's studies has, by definition, been action-oriented, defined by its own terms of political impact as much as intellectual discovery. We see ourselves in this tradition, and also as inheritors of the community activism that lay behind the British Library's National Life Stories Collection, where our interviews will housed.
As academics, we have the privilege of being the first users of the archive that we are generating and this brings us to our research aims. As we write, we are only a third of the way through the project. However we can already identify elements of our interviewees' stories which laid the ground for that expanded conception of citizenship which FEMCIT used to define its research questions, and its overall question of the influence of women's movements. In a sense the oral histories show the raw and emotional birth of those ideas, and also the living embodiment of their ageing. In the UK, FEMCIT's six interrelated To say this, however, immediately reveals one of the primary challenges, if not flaws, in our project design, which is the conundrum of how individuals can represent a necessarily collective political process. How can we justify this intellectually and in terms of honouring a movement which prided itself on its refusal of stars? Polly Russell elaborates the rationale for our method, and Rachel Cohen and Margaretta Jolly address two related questions about how these deeply singular histories reflect much broader patterns of movement diversity and location, while grappling with how we have tried to anticipate this in our selection criteria, our interview method and outputs.
But we admit that in many ways our oral history restages the challenges that feminists themselves brought to the table in wanting to take the experiential and the personal into account. We cannot solve the ethical difficulties this brings, which include a disproportionate focus on particular individuals and invested rather than tested knowledge; and conversely, of a potentially overly psychological approach to analysis. Further, our project is not designed to be able to assess wider political influence directly, as Margaretta Jolly's closing piece
explains. Rather what we are doing is to document, understand and assess a movement's early shape and spirit, and how its own inventors perceive its influence over time, including in their own lives. This is a different proposition -smaller perhaps than FEMCIT, but valuable in its own way, for a feminist past will always be important to the realisation of its future.
In what follows, researchers from the FEMCIT and Sisterhood and After projects address, in paired papers, the four questions that we have identified as particularly salient in our shared project of researching women's movements: methods and research design (Sasha Roseneil and Polly Russell), difference and diversity (madeleine kennedy-macfoy and Rachel Cohen), place, space and nation (Line Nyhagen Predelli and Margaretta Jolly), and understanding impact (Joyce Outshoorn and Margaretta Jolly).
